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APPELLANT'S RESPONSE TO EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

Dear Sir: 

Appellant submits this reply to the Examiner's Answer to Appeal Brief dated December 
19, 2012. A Request for Oral Hearing and payment of the required fee are submitted herewith. 

It is believed that no additional fees are required. However, in the event that additional 
fees are required, please contact the undersigned. 
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First, Appellant notes that the Pvumraei lejeeted claims 58-00 "«itls die same ujection 
used to iqeU the pieuous set oi chums (49-02 ) presented to the Boatd in Appeal 201U 002446 " 
The Lxammei assens that the claims at i2jt.no lurem aa 'not patuitably distinct" (runs tlx claims 
at issue beiun However, c\cn a cunsotx rexicw of the record makes it ckai that tile cuuently 
pending claims arc pMctstably distinct from the ptc\ musly appealed claims In fart, the current I \. 
pending claims include a variety of claim dements that wcic not at issue ni the p*e\ ions appeal 
in patttcular, the Examiner has still not stated a p> una facu case o( ohs lousness b> add tossing 
the following pendmg claim elements: 

1 . assigning a separate and distinct color-coded outlet for selectively identifying each outlet 
(see claim 58); 

2. assigning to each color-coded outlet a different color .from, any other such color-coded 
outlet (see claim 58); 

3 . wherein each indicia identifies a peripheral device connected to the adjacent color-coded 
outlet, (see claim. 59); 

4. wherein, each indicia comprises a color-coded label identifying the peripheral device 
connected to the adjacent color-coded (see claim 60); 

5. wherein each color-coded label, comprises a unique identifier to identify a peripheral 
device (see claim 61); 

6. Vshwein the unique identi fiei comprises one or imve punted \\ ords and oi abbie\ unions 
thereof (see claim 02); 

?.. a pliualitv of unique colored ueas dsspoced on oi proximate to each outlet, for 

identifvng each outlet and the penphetal de> ice connected tc each outlet (see claim 63 ) 

8. heiein each color-coded libel comprises the same eoloi as the adjacent co toted aiea 
and identifies a penphetal device connected to me -uljacent outlet tsee claim (-4). 

9. wheiem each coloi coded label comprises a unique identifier to identity the pcnphcial 
device (see claim 65); and 

1 0. wherein the unique identifier comprises one or more printed words and abbreviations 
thereof (see claim 66). 
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As such, Appellant maintains thai the Examiner has failed to state a prima facie, case of 
obviousness for the pending claims. The Examiner has neither identified nor discussed all of the 
pending claims elements. Instead, the Examiner has merely made conclusory statements without 
identifying the currently pending claim elements and. applying the references to those elements, 

Further, the Examiner is sii.il referring to claim language that is not present in the 
currently pending claims. For instance, in the last paragraph of page 4 of the Examiner's 
Answer, the Examiner states that the "Barna reference discloses color coded tag to tag a power 
cable or device. . As Appellant pointed out in the Appeal Brief, this claim language is not 
pending herein, It appears thai the Examiner is still commenting on the claim language that was 
before him in 2010, and has still not reviewed the currently pending claims. 

For these reasons, Appellant respectfully asserts that the rejections should be reversed 
and the claims be allowed to issue. 

Respectfu 1 1 y suhm i tied , 

John h. Nielsen 
Ptfent Rtg No M "92 

JEN/lrf 

Date; February 19, 2013 

LAR.IV3ERE, GRUBMAN & PAYNE, LLP 

(831) 649-8800 
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